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"WASHINGTON, Febi:Ii% Administra.

' tion officials.said today'that Geagite last
- week's..strong : criticism of  the Soviet
[Union by President. Reagan and Secre.,
tary-ofState: Alexander; M. Haig  Jr.;
plans were being developed for resurning
discussions:'with Moscow: on. key? arms
‘control questions. &~ WHgs &
. .The officials said, however; that if the.
Soviet Uniion disregarded Warnings from

the' United States. and-other- Western |

-countries and intervened militarily in Po-
land, this would likely make arms control
talksimpossible.; 3y a0 o0 st
.~ :The problem facing the Administration
is' the restraint. posed: by-Mr: Reagan’s
.Oft-repeated contention that negotiations
o arms control cannot be divorced from-
:Saviet- activity- in"other ‘areas, the-so-
called linkage theory. Mr_ Haig, ina news

conference, said that the principle of link.-
.agewould be applied, but he refused to be
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{ tration did not want to give'the Russiang
_the impression that it was overly eagerto
enter into negotiations. They said that the
Carter:.- Administration” . probably: Zap-.

peared too hasty in 1977 when it resumed

talks on strategic'arms after only. two:

‘months in offlce.2 425 REREL, B RS
# -The-assumption at this*time; afficials
said, is that while preliminary’ contacts’
may begin in the next two months, formal_
negotiations: may~/be delayed ‘until’ the|
summer or fall’} SETHFNEY

said that the polemics be the |

- Reagan »_!Adminislu-adonf&- and i Moscow.
.resembled the early and sharp exchanges’
:between the Carter Administration and’
,the Soviet Union in 1977. At that time, the
-newr: Administration . wanted ' to ‘make:
clearits interest in human rights and it’
came to the defense of several prominent
_dissidents, ' dmw!ng
" Poland_has. become. oné of the major

concerns of the new Administration, with
Mr: Haig said to-be closely: following
' developments there:i,The - Secretary of
State, in-his first:message ‘'to "Foreign
Minister Andret'A> Gromyko of the Soviet:
-Union : last - weels,'sstressed: that ' there-
- would- be- dire-cansequences for- East.

* .gust 1988 before intervening in Czechosio-

-West> relations : it -an:-intervention; +0C-
courred. . o e Mk Y LI
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" Mr: Gromyko responded in a message
delivered by Ambassador Anatoly F. Do-
brynin late Thursday, and he reportedly
reiterated Moscow’s: position that -the
Soviet Union was backing Poland’s ef-
*forts to solve its problems by itself and
that Western countries should not inter-.
'~ 'Sa'far, the Soviet troop. deployments
-around Poland have not changed signifi-.
cantly since early December, when the
Carter- Administration expressed _con-
cemn, Both publicly and privately, about a
possible invasion. But Mr. Haig saidata
news?.conference - Wednesday that the

-readiness of the Soviet forces; estimated
at 500,000 men, had declined somewhat.
-~'Former Carter Adminstration officials
said today that Mr.:Carter sent a per-
.Sonal message to Leonid I. Brezhnev, the
"Soviet leader, on Dec: 7, urging him not to
intervene. The"officials’said ‘that this
message~and the : worldwide publicity
given:the. Soviet buildup-may. have-de-
‘terred the Russians, but.they cannot be
_certain® BRERaIs ssLpaa
¥:Of more concern to Western intelli-
gence YySts was the apparent increase
1 2I[EZATIONS Ly SOoviet news orsaniza-
ticns about Western “subversion” in Do-
fand. It has been assumed nere that, be-
?(m-
_paign wo start ) e
move. That was what Moscow did in Au-
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Attention has been focused ‘on‘Mr.

Haig’s remarks Wednesday accusing the
-Soviet Union of supporting ““international
‘terrorism’ around the world and on Mr.
~Reagan’s comments at his news confer-
ence ‘that’ the- Soviet Union has viewed
‘détente as *‘a one-way street’” and that
Moscow had reserved the right ‘‘to.com-
mit any crime, to cheat, tolie,” to further
its goals of “‘world revolution.?’ -, 7. .
.~These . remarks, not- une: Tr(T»;-‘_flly,‘.
drew retorts in the Soviet Union.- ay, |
_for instance, Tass, the Soviet press agen-
%€y, denied that Moscow supported terror-
Ismandsaid that the Central Intelligence

-Agency was the main organizer of  terror-

-ist groups, - .. L s e

. Pravda, the Communist Party newspa-

-per,-in its regular Sunday commentary,
-accuséd Mr. Reagan of distorting Soviet
- foreign policy- goals.5It- said that, Mr.

‘Haig’s comments on' terrorism-may be |

_partof an “‘attempt to strike at processes

.of ‘international. détente, to justify the

negative American stand toward limita-,

-tion- of strategic' armaments and other

-measures aimed at relaxation of interna-

tional tensjon.” - IR ]

. Administration officials said today that

‘planning was in a preliminary phase on

how toresume contacts with the Russians

‘on a series of arms control measures, In

addition to finding a formula for dealing’

- with strategic arms limitation, the most

pressing are the discussions on reducing

-each:side’s-. nuclear -forces .in- Europe.

-These talks began in the last months of

‘the Carter Administration, 5 %32 ki
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“fhe Western allies, who have agreed to
go ahead with the stationing of new
American-built nuclear weapons in Eu-
rope, have insisted that efforts aiso be )
made to negotiate mutual’arms reduc-
tions with the Soviet .Union, and they.
would be upset if the talks did not resume
in the next few months, officials said... - - |.
" ‘President Reagan said at his first news.
conference Thursday that he was willing
“to have American officials begin discus-}
sions with the Russians that could lead o
-formal .negotiations on"strategic .arms.
But. the Administration-has to decide!
what it wants to do-about the pending
strategic- arms limitation‘agreement
signed in June 1979-by President: Carter
and Mr. Brezhney. 795 v inm
~Relations between Washington and
Moscow have been at a 16w ebb since the
Soviet intervention. in Af, i - 14
monthsago. - - R VAxs, §
- One.of the key elements in'the Carter
Administration’s response . tos Afghani.’
stan.was a limit on the amount of grain’
that- would be ‘exported to ithe Soviet:
‘Union. This policy was attacked by Mr.:
Reagan in the campaign as sbeing - dis-»
criminatory against farmers.{The Cabi..
net is-due to discuss- the sitdation this
JWEER. L . g e R
i State Department officials said ‘they~
would be surprised it the curbs were -
ended because that would send a concilia- -
tory signal to Moscow that was not in-"]
tended.” :- .-, T
Today;- James A. Baker 3d, the White "
House chief of staff, was asked what the-
Russians should make of the harsh words -
from Mr. Haig and Mr. Reagan. Appear- |
ing on the CBS News program ““Face the
Nation,”” he said, *I guess the message is,
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[ it’s not going to be business asusual.’>, :
!~ He said that the “business of getting
: along is not a one-way street, and we're
going to judge you by your actions and not
by yourwords.” s i R Los e
RSN R A ey ".”'tr-::né'::f_'
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